AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
Application No.: 10/587,022 



Attorney Docket No.: Q96142 



REMARKS 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for acknowledging Applicant's claim to foreign priority 
and for indicating receipt of the certified copy of the Priority Document. Applicant also thanks 
the Examiner for indicating acceptance of the drawings filed on January 10, 2006. Applicant 
additionally thanks the Examiner for returning the PTO/SB/08 form filed with the Information 
Disclosure Statement on July 24, 2006. However, in the returned PTO/SB/08 form, the 
Examiner has indicated that he has not considered foreign patent document JP 2002-517034. 
However, as discussed between the Examiner and Applicant's representative on March 17, 2010, 
the Examiner will consider the reference JP 2002-5 17034 without fiirther action required by the 
Applicant. 

I. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102 

Claims 1-35 are all the claims pending in the application. 

Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent 7,373,496 to Sekiguchi et al., hereinafter "Sekiguchi." Applicant respectfiiUy traverses 
the rejection and requests reconsideration. 

Regarding the rejection of independent claim 1, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 
1 is patentable over Sekiguchi because each and every element is not disclosed by Sekiguchi. 
For example, Applicant submits that Sekiguchi does not disclose or suggest saving process 
information in the OS to a save area and restoring the saved process information in the OS after 
restart of the OS, in combination with other elements of the claim. 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner appears to take the position that the non- 
stop module manage table 500 illustrated in FIG. 5 of Sekiguchi allegedly corresponds to the 
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claimed save area of claim 1, and the data structure stored therein allegedly corresponds to the 
claimed process information of claim 1 . Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

The non-stop module manage table 500 disclosed in Sekiguchi stores data for managing 
information so as to accept interrupts from hardware devices while an OS kernel 1 1 is rebooted 
(column 7, lines 32-38). In particular, the non-stop module manage table processes extemal 
interrupts which are executed independent of the operating system (column 2, lines 48-52). Of 
note, Sekiguchi explicitly provides that the extemal interrupts are processed by a program which 
is "irrelevant to the operating system" and "processed independent of the operating system" 
(column 1, lines 41-44). 

Thus, according to Sekiguchi, in order to set a module as a non-stop module, it is 
required that the module is executed independently of the operating system. Meanwhile, claim 1 
recites saving and restoring process information in the OS related to a user process. Therefore, 
as Sekiguchi provides the non-stop module and the extemal intermpts independent of an OS, it is 
respectfully submitted that Sekiguchi does not disclose or suggest saving process information in 
the OS to a save area and restoring the saved process information in the OS after restart of the 
OS, as recited in claim 1. 

Regarding the rejection of independent claims 2-5, 10-12, 14, 19-21, 23, and 28, it is 
noted that each of these claims is allowable for at least similar reasons as those provided above 
with reference to claim 1 . 

Regarding the rejection of claims 6-9, 13, 15-18, 22, 24-27, and 29-35, it is noted that 
these claims are allowable over Sekiguchi for at least the reasons set forth above, due to their 
respective dependencies. 
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II. Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

Date: April 19, 2010 



/FadiN.Kiblawi/ 
Fadi N. Kiblawi 
Registration No. 61,973 
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